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□ It Is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



(Examiner/SPE Signature) (Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-413B (04-03) Examiner Initiated Interview Summary Paper No. 5 



Part III. 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 09/508,658 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
examiner indicated that the specification's reference to a mutation at "K42E" was confusing and inconsistent with the 
remaining data in the specification. The examiner indicated that the error appeared typographical in nature. The 
examiner indicated that the specification should be amended to reflect the correct codon. Applicant's attorney 
indicated that in fact the error was a typographical error which was discovered after the specification was filed. The 
examiner indicated that a declaration under 37 CFR 1 .132 evidencing such would be required for the written record. . 



